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Cctober 13. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest., NW

Vashington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen., 1 feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics nust be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't neceszarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more wmoney for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
mnake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.,

Richard Fox

18800 Egret Bay Blwvd
APT 1403

Houston, TX 77058
ST
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abarnathy
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleer Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for diglhtal television. As a
consumer and citizen, | fee! strongly that such 2 poliey would be bad tor innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for eonsumer electronles must be reoted In manufacturers' abliity to [Innovate for thelr
customers. Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studles to tell techneloglsts
what new products they can create. This wlll result In praducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ltke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more meney for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues & broadcast flag mandate, | would actuslly be less llkely to make an investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for deviees that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
breadeast flag technalogy for digital teievislon Thank you fer your time.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Sehumacher
2225 Buchtel Bivd Apt 801
Denver, CO 80210

USa
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadeast fing” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mannfacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equuipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandete broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Deepak Goel

2601 Thompson Bridge Rd
Apt 8H

Ghuinesville, GaA 30501
usa
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Cctaober 13, 2003

Comrmnissioner [{athleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
funchonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lirmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Matthew McGure

4 Willow St
Dedham, MA 02026
USA
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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen  Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NY

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumner electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
weto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely.

Christopher Sollitto
927 5. Linvood Ave.
Baltimore., MD 21224
USh
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Cctober 13, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
145 12th Street, HU

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television. 4s a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will!l enable the studios to t=ll
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for dewvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time.

Sincerely.

Hauricio Bayon

911 Hillcrest Ct
Onit 127

Hollywood, FL 33021
USA
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October 13. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NU

Washington, D C. 205564

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to wvoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights., and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
mnake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other squipment. I will not pay
more for dewices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely.

Alexander Blood

1730 Burns

Saint Paul. MM 55106
USa
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October 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commiagion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathlean Abarnathy,

[ am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technoiogy for digital television. As a

consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A rabust, competitive market for cansumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innavate for thelr
customers. Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tefl technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ike me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment (n DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandete
broadeast flag technology for digital televislan. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Simpson

3400 Emigration Canyon
Salt Lake Clty, UT 84108
Usa
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Oectober 13, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strangly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers, Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios te teli technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wiil result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result (n me belng charged more monay for [nferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues & broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recalvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights &t the behest of Hollywood. Please do nat mandste
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Vietor Lewls

213 Beechtree Drive
Cary, NC 27513
Usa
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October 11, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumeations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C., 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I amn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consurner and cinzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compenntve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing movie studies to veto features of IXT'V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result m me being charged more money for mfenor

functionaity.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

garth rogers

642 Magnolia Dnve
San Mateo, CA 94402
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can ereate. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mnferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and cther equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital televiston. Thank you for your tiume.

Sincerely,

Michael Chytracek
233 S William St
Jeliet, IL 60436
USA
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October 11, 2003

Commlgsloner Kathleen Q. Abermathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Straet, NW

Washingtan, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

i am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television, As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a peliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rocted In manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-recaption equipmeant will énable the studios to tell tachnologlsts
what new products they can create. This wlll result In preducts that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionality,

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadesst flag technalogy for digltal telavision. Thank yau far your time.

Sincerely,

Charles Tripp
2287 S Franidin
Denver, CO 80210
usa
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Qctober 11, 2003

Commigsioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broedcast flag" technology for digitel television. As a consumer
end citizen, I feel stronply that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, end the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their enstomers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featnres of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actnally be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other

eqilipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digitel television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Erie Brown

31 Gryn Ct

lowa City, 1A 32246
Usa
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Cetober 11, 2003

Commlssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Fedeéra! Communieations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

i am writing to volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal televislon. As a
cansumer and chtizen, | feel strangly that such a palicy would be bad fer Innavation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, compatitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers® ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allewing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what hew products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers tke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for inferlor functionality.

it the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behast of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technolagy for dightal television. Thank you far your time.

Sincerely,

Antonlo Rodriguez
1230 Pendieton St
Apt. 7-G

Columbla, SC 29201
UsA
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October 11, 2003

Comrmissioner [Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digtal
telemston. As a consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, comnpettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to mmnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consurners like me actually want, and it could zesult in me being charged more money for mienor
functionality.

If the FCC issues 1 broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lirmt my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

fan Miller

7520 20th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115
USA
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October 11. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights., and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A& robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DIV-reception equipment will enable th= studiocs to tell
technoulogists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Ethan Handel

940 Bonnie Brae

River Forest, IL 60305
USh
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Qetober 11, 2003

Commissioner Kgthleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Cammunlcations Cammission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abarnathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” tachnology for digital television. As &
consumer and eitizen, | feel strangly that such a poiley wouid be bad for Innovatlon, eansumar rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive markat for consumer electronics must be roated In manufacturers' ablilty to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studies 1o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tall technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior funcetionailty.

it the FCC lssues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be lass likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wiil not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sineerely,

Rlchard Chevalley

3 Falrtax Clrele
Fredericksburg, VA 22405
USA
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Ocetober 14, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communleations CommIssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to volee my opposlition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digitai television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, eonsumer rights, ard the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manutacturers’ abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mavie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studies to tell technaloglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

It the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate
broadeast flag technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Jorge Paz

1524 E St Apt 5
Lincoln, NE 88508
Usa



